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Wisconsin Future Ready State Report – Consolidated Report 
As of June 30, 2016 for 56 School Districts 

 

 

The state of Wisconsin uses the Future Ready Assessment to gauge the readiness of its districts for 

digital learning.  

 

The purpose of the Future Ready framework is to determine the digital learning readiness of a district to 

begin successful implementation in schools and classrooms. To that end, the Future Ready assessments 

analyze digital learning readiness based on seven interdependent gears, plus leadership. Those include: 

 

• Curriculum, Instruction, and Assessment 

• Use of Space and Time 

• Robust Infrastructure 

• Data and Privacy 

• Community Partnerships 

• Personalized Professional Learning 

• Budget and Resources 

• Across the Gears: Collaborative Leadership 

 

As of mid-July 2016, fifty-five (55) school districts had completed the District Assessment. A much 

smaller number had participated in the individual Gear Assessments that provide a deeper review of 

readiness Gear by Gear. 

 

Wisconsin Data 

 

The first section of this report aggregates the data from 

all of those school districts, per the Future Ready Privacy 

Policy that allows aggregated reports of all data collected 

on the Future Ready Dashboard. Thus, all 55 districts are 

represented.  

 

The second section of this report provides detailed 

information on the forty-seven (47) districts that have 

signed a release form, allowing the Wisconsin 

Department of Education to access their data.  

 

The spreadsheets that accompany this report provide 

Future Ready datasets for the 47 districts with signed 

data release forms allowing the Wisconsin DPI to access 

their data.  
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Section 1:  Consolidated Digital Learning Report for Wisconsin  

 

This first section includes a consolidated summary report representing the 55 schools that had 

participated in the Future Ready assessments as of June 30, 2016.   

 

District Assessments 

 

District leadership teams participating in Future Ready initially meet together to discuss the questions 

on the district self-assessment, entering consensus responses. Those responses are consolidated into a 

1-10 rating for each gear. The overall rating is the average across the gears ratings (see chart below). 

 

The average across the gears for the 55 Wisconsin school districts is 6.2 (of 10). The leading indicators of 

digital learning are Robust Infrastructure (7.7) and Data and Privacy (7.0), and the lagging indicators are 

Use of Space and Time (4.5), Curriculum, Instruction, and Assessment (5.9), and Collaborative 

Leadership (5.9). 

 
Figure 1. The average Digital Learning Ratings from the District Assessment across the 55 Wisconsin school district as of 

6/30/16. 

n= 55 District Assessments completed by school district leadership teams 

Gear Assessments 

Some of the Wisconsin 55 Districts also completed the more detailed Gear Assessments. Those are a 

separate set of 8 assessments (one for each Gear) offered to districts for participation by individuals 

selected by the district in order to gain multiple perspectives on the details of the Gear. Results are 

aggregated into Gear reports. The figure below compares the results from the aggregated Gear 

Assessments averaged across the districts that participated in those Gear assessments, versus the 

results from the District Assessment displayed above. It should be noted that the number of 

participating districts in the Gear Assessments is relatively low. The number of participating individuals 

in any Gear Assessment for a particular school district ranges from 1 to 5. See Table 1. As noted in Table 

1, only 12 of the 55 districts took the individual Gear Assessments. 
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Figure 2.  A comparison of the average Digital Learning Ratings for the District Assessment sections versus the individual Gear 

Assessments across the 55 districts 

Total n = 55 districts; 55 District Leadership Self-Assessments (DTA) assessments 

 
Table 1: Gear Assessment Participation Numbers 

Gear Name Number of 

Participating Districts 

Number of Assessment 

Respondents 

Average 

Score 

Curriculum, Instruction, and 

Assessment 
8 33 6.0 

Use of Space and Time 3 8 6.5 

Robust Infrastructure 12 28 7.1 

Data & Privacy 10 24 6.3 

Community Partnerships 3 8 6.7 

Personalized Professional Learning 7 32 6.6 

Budget & Resources 7 16 6.1 

Across the Gears: Collaborative 

Leadership 
4 8 6.4 

 

Based on the average scores from the Gear Assessment from the 12 participating districts, the leading 

indicator are Robust Infrastructure (7.1) and Community Partnerships (6.7), whereas the lagging 

indicators are Curriculum, Instruction, and Assessment (6.0) and Budget and Resources (6.1). 

 

It is insightful to compare leading and lagging indicators based on average scores from the District 

Assessment versus the Gear Assessments. The District Assessment represents the consensus voice of the 

District Leadership Team whereas the Gear Assessment represents other stakeholder groups. 
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Table 2: Gear Assessment Participation Numbers 

Gear Name District Assessment 

Leading Indicators 

Gear Assessment 

Leading Indicators 

District Assessment 

Lagging Indicator 

Gear Assessment 

Lagging Indicators 

Curriculum, Instruction, and 

Assessment 

  √ (5.9) √ (5.9) 

Use of Space and Time   √ (4.5)  

Robust Infrastructure √ (7.7) √ (7.1)   

Data & Privacy √ (7.0)    

Community Partnerships     

Personalized Professional 

Learning 

 √ (6.7)   

Budget & Resources    √ (6.1) 

Collaborative Leadership   √ (5.9)  

 

Section 2: Data Specific to the Districts That Signed the Data Release Form  

 

As of June 30, 2016, forty- seven (47) Wisconsin school districts agreed to provide the Wisconsin DPI 

with access to their data. A listing of those 47 school districts is listed below in Table 3. The spreadsheets 

that accompany this report provide their individual datasets.    

 
Table 3: Wisconsin Districts that completed the Future Ready District Assessment and signed the waiver 

District name NCES code Agreed? 

1. BLAIR-TAYLOR SCHOOL DISTRICT 5500016 Yes 

2. BUTTERNUT SCHOOL DISTRICT 5501920 Yes 

3. CHIPPEWA FALLS AREA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 5502550 Yes 

4. COCHRANE-FOUNTAIN CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5502700 Yes 

5. COLUMBUS SCHOOL DISTRICT 5502820 Yes 

6. COOPERATIVE ED SERV AGCY 11 5500033 Yes 

7. DE FOREST AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5503180 Yes 

8. DENMARK SCHOOL DISTRICT 5503660 Yes 

9. EDGERTON SCHOOL DISTRICT 5504110 Yes 

10. FENNIMORE COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5504590 Yes 

11. FLORENCE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5504650 Yes 

12. GALESVILLE-ETTRICK-TREMPEALEAU SCHOOL DISTRICT 5504960 Yes 

13. GENOA CITY J2 SCHOOL DISTRICT 5505130 Yes 

14. HOLMEN SCHOOL DISTRICT 5506540 Yes 

15. INDEPENDENCE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5506810 Yes 

16. JUDA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5507230 Yes 

17. KETTLE MORAINE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5503510 Yes 

18. LA CROSSE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5507530 Yes 

19. LAKE COUNTRY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5500013 Yes 

20. LANCASTER COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5507770 Yes 

21. LINN J6 SCHOOL DISTRICT 5508070 Yes 

22. MADISON METROPOLITAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 5508520 Yes 

23. MENOMONIE AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5509090 Yes 

24. MILWAUKEE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5509600 Yes 

25. MISHICOT SCHOOL DISTRICT 5509750 Yes 

26. MONONA GROVE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5509810 Yes 

27. NIAGARA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5510680 Yes 
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28. PARDEEVILLE AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5511370 Yes 

29. PEWAUKEE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5511640 Yes 

30. PORTAGE COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5512060 Yes 

31. PRENTICE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5512210 Yes 

32. PULASKI COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5512330 Yes 

33. RHINELANDER SCHOOL DISTRICT 5512720 Yes 

34. RIB LAKE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5512780 Yes 

35. RICHLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 5512960 Yes 

36. RIVER FALLS SCHOOL DISTRICT 5513050 Yes 

37. ROYALL SCHOOL DISTRICT 5504380 Yes 

38. SEVASTOPOL SCHOOL DISTRICT 5513500 Yes 

39. SOUTH MILWAUKEE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5514040 Yes 

40. SOUTHERN DOOR COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 5514130 Yes 

41. SPARTA AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5514160 Yes 

42. STEVENS POINT AREA PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT 5514490 Yes 

43. SUN PRAIRIE AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5514640 Yes 

44. TOMAH AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5514910 Yes 

45. WABENO AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5515390 Yes 

46. WAUSAUKEE SCHOOL DISTRICT 5515930 Yes 

47. WESTBY AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT 5516410 Yes 

 
The District Assessment, which is completed by the district leadership team, analyzes those data by Gear, resulting in a Gear 

Readiness score based on the district team assessment. Those are listed below in  

 for each of the forty-seven districts.  
 

Table 4: The District Assessment Gear Ratings for the 47 districts that signed the waiver as of 6/30/16. 

 

 

 

District 

Curriculum 

Instruction, 

and 

Assessment 

Use of 

Space 

and 

Time 

Robust 

Infrastructure 

Data & 

Privacy 

Community 

Partnerships 

Personalized 

Professional 

Learning 

Budget & 

Resources 

Across the 

Gears: 

Collaborative 

Leadership 

Overall Digital 

Learning 

Readiness 

Ratings 

BLAIR-TAYLOR 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

3.2 2.6 7.3 6.1 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.3 3.9 

BUTTERNUT 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.0 5.0 8.0 7.5 7.0 5.5 8.5 7.8 6.9 

CHIPPEWA 

FALLS AREA 

UNIFIED 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

4.6 4.8 10.0 4.5 3.2 6.0 6.5 8.3 6.0 

COCHRANE-

FOUNTAIN 

CITY SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.4 3.5 5.5 6.3 5.0 7.5 5.5 5.8 5.7 

COLUMBUS 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

4.0 3.3 8.3 7.0 6.4 7.5 3.3 3.5 5.4 

COOPERATIVE 

ED SERV AGCY 

11 

6.8 6.8 8.0 10.0 6.0 8.5 8.5 8.5 7.9 

DE FOREST 

AREA SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

5.4 2.8 7.0 7.3 9.0 10.0 7.5 5.0 6.8 

DENMARK 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

3.6 3.8 7.5 5.3 6.4 5.5 8.0 4.0 5.5 

EDGERTON 5.2 2.5 8.0 5.8 4.2 3.3 5.0 4.0 4.8 
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District 

Curriculum 

Instruction, 

and 

Assessment 

Use of 

Space 

and 

Time 

Robust 

Infrastructure 

Data & 

Privacy 

Community 

Partnerships 

Personalized 

Professional 

Learning 

Budget & 

Resources 

Across the 

Gears: 

Collaborative 

Leadership 

Overall Digital 

Learning 

Readiness 

Ratings 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

FENNIMORE 

COMMUNITY 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

5.0 3.8 6.5 8.5 3.6 6.3 6.0 6.5 5.8 

FLORENCE 

COUNTY 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

7.2 4.3 9.3 8.0 8.2 8.0 8.3 6.5 7.5 

GALESVILLE-

ETTRICK-

TREMPEALEAU 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

8.2 5.0 10.0 9.3 5.8 7.5 10.0 7.5 7.9 

GENOA CITY J2 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.6 5.0 9.3 4.5 5.6 7.3 1.5 7.5 5.9 

HOLMEN 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.8 3.3 7.3 7.5 5.8 5.8 8.0 7.8 6.5 

INDEPENDENC

E SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

4.2 3.5 8.0 5.0 4.2 4.0 3.5 3.5 4.5 

JUDA SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 
5.0 1.5 5.0 5.5 5.0 5.0 1.3 5.0 4.2 

KETTLE 

MORAINE 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

8.2 9.3 9.3 8.5 8.2 10.0 6.0 9.3 8.6 

LA CROSSE 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.2 3.5 8.8 7.3 5.0 4.0 5.5 5.0 5.7 

LAKE 

COUNTRY 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

5.0 4.5 4.5 3.5 2.8 4.3 3.3 3.3 3.9 

LANCASTER 

COMMUNITY 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

3.8 2.3 5.8 4.0 2.4 4.5 5.0 3.0 3.9 

LINN J6 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.6 4.0 8.5 10.0 2.6 8.5 5.0 6.0 6.4 

MADISON 

METROPOLITA

N SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.2 0.8 9.3 8.5 7.0 6.8 9.3 7.0 6.9 

MENOMONIE 

AREA SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.2 2.8 6.0 5.0 5.0 7.8 4.5 5.5 5.4 

MILWAUKEE 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

3.8 6.3 5.8 8.8 6.2 6.3 4.0 6.3 5.9 

MISHICOT 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

3.8 2.8 8.5 10.0 8.6 9.3 6.3 6.3 7.0 

MONONA 

GROVE 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.2 2.8 8.5 9.3 4.8 5.8 7.5 4.8 6.2 

NIAGARA 6.4 3.5 8.5 5.0 6.0 7.3 5.0 7.3 6.1 
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District 

Curriculum 

Instruction, 

and 

Assessment 

Use of 

Space 

and 

Time 

Robust 

Infrastructure 

Data & 

Privacy 

Community 

Partnerships 

Personalized 

Professional 

Learning 

Budget & 

Resources 

Across the 

Gears: 

Collaborative 

Leadership 

Overall Digital 

Learning 

Readiness 

Ratings 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

PARDEEVILLE 

AREA SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

9.0 2.3 7.5 9.3 8.4 9.3 10.0 8.8 8.1 

PEWAUKEE 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

9.1 8.9 10.0 9.6 8.3 10.0 9.1 9.0 9.3 

PORTAGE 

COMMUNITY 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

4.8 5.8 8.5 5.0 7.0 5.0 6.0 4.0 5.8 

PRENTICE 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.0 6.0 7.5 8.3 9.0 7.5 3.0 4.0 6.4 

PULASKI 

COMMUNITY 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

5.2 4.5 9.3 10.0 7.8 9.3 7.5 7.3 7.6 

RHINELANDER 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

10.0 6.3 9.3 9.3 8.2 9.3 10.0 7.5 8.7 

RIB LAKE 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

5.8 4.5 8.5 6.8 6.6 8.5 6.5 8.5 7.0 

RICHLAND 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

5.8 5.8 8.5 6.5 5.8 3.5 6.8 7.8 6.3 

RIVER FALLS 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

8.8 7.5 5.3 7.5 6.2 8.5 5.0 6.5 6.9 

ROYALL 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

3.2 1.5 3.3 2.8 3.8 3.5 3.0 3.0 3.0 

SEVASTOPOL 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.8 6.0 6.8 9.3 4.6 9.3 5.5 5.3 6.7 

SOUTH 

MILWAUKEE 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.6 6.5 10.0 5.0 5.4 10.0 6.5 6.0 7.0 

SOUTHERN 

DOOR COUNTY 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

4.2 2.8 6.3 7.3 8.2 6.8 4.5 7.8 6.0 

SPARTA AREA 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

8.4 4.5 8.0 8.8 5.8 8.3 8.0 8.5 7.5 

STEVENS 

POINT AREA 

PUBLIC 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

4.6 4.3 7.8 5.8 4.6 5.5 2.0 2.0 4.6 

SUN PRAIRIE 

AREA SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

7.2 3.5 7.8 10.0 4.6 6.5 7.0 2.3 6.1 

TOMAH AREA 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.0 6.0 9.3 8.0 7.8 6.8 5.8 5.5 6.9 

WABENO 

AREA SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

5.4 7.8 10.0 8.5 7.2 6.5 5.0 8.5 7.4 
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District 

Curriculum 

Instruction, 

and 

Assessment 

Use of 

Space 

and 

Time 

Robust 

Infrastructure 

Data & 

Privacy 

Community 

Partnerships 

Personalized 

Professional 

Learning 

Budget & 

Resources 

Across the 

Gears: 

Collaborative 

Leadership 

Overall Digital 

Learning 

Readiness 

Ratings 

WAUSAUKEE 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

6.8 7.0 8.5 6.5 5.0 7.0 6.0 4.8 6.5 

WESTBY AREA 

SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

4.6 3.0 7.8 6.8 6.0 5.0 5.5 2.3 5.1 

 

 

 below, lists the Gear Assessment scores across the multiple respondents within each district. Only 12 of 

the 47 districts, that took the District Leadership Self-Assessment, took the Gear Assessments. Districts 

were selective in the individual Gear Assessments in which they participated.  
 

Table 5: Gear Assessment Scores (Multiple respondents) for the Districts That Took the Gear Assessments and Signed Data 

Releases 

District 

Curriculum 

Instruction, 

and 

Assessment 

Use of 

Space 

and 

Time 

Robust 

Infrastructure 

Data & 

Privacy 

Community 

Partnerships 

Personalized 

Professional 

Learning 

Budget & 

Resources 

Across the 

Gears: 

Collaborative 

Leadership 

Blair-Taylor School 

District 
4.3   6.3 5.9     5.5   

Edgerton School 

District 
  7.3 6.4     

Florence County 

School District 
    6.9           

Independence 

School District 
6.0   6.9 5.9   7.0 6.2   

Pewaukee School 

District 
7.7 6.6 8.0 6.6 8.3 8.2 6.8 7.2 

Rib Lake School 

District 
6.3 6.8 8.1         7.2 

Royall School 

District 
6.1 6.1 6.1 6.6 5.8 6.3 6.1 6.4 
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District 

Curriculum 

Instruction, 

and 

Assessment 

Use of 

Space 

and 

Time 

Robust 

Infrastructure 

Data & 

Privacy 

Community 

Partnerships 

Personalized 

Professional 

Learning 

Budget & 

Resources 

Across the 

Gears: 

Collaborative 

Leadership 

South Milwaukee 

School District 
   5.2     

Sparta Area School 

District 
6.0   8.6 6.0   6.1 5.9   

Tomah Area 

School District 

5.5 
 8.5 7.6  6.2 6.0  

Wabeno Area 

School District 
    6.6 6.6 6.0       

Westby Area 

School District 
5.9   7.6 6.4   7.2 5.9 4.7 

 

The full datasets for the 47 districts are included in the accompanying spreadsheets. 

 


